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collected the same from the personal effects of Mrs. Elizabeth, the widow of
Holcombe.108

Though the Mughal Government had lost all its vigour by now, it still
pretended to control the foreign merchants in India. They were warned not
to fight in India when they were at war in Europe. The Mughal Government
admonished the Dutch, the French and the English.

Zuda Khan, the Mughal Governor in Bengal, had even attempted to
draw up an agreement among the foreign companies to be peaceful in India
despite the troubles in Europe. But, the English Governor at Calcutta, did not
sign stating that he had to consult his sovereign and his employer.109

Once the English had settled their affair with Fakrulla Khan, they
expected good prospects of making large investments on the Eastern Coast.110

The English were carefully watching the developments in the native
Government. The death of the Emperor, Shah Alam in Lahore and the
possible war of succession caused much anxiety to the English since all their
attempts to get back the ancient privileges only brought them assurances from
the Emperor.111 Besides this, a fresh scramble for power was deterrent to their
business*

A Consultation on the humble petition of the merchants of 18th, Jan.
1712 would give a clear picture of the day.. "The troubles in the country are
undoubtedly very great and we are not likely to see better times under the
weak government, of the present Moghul and it is to be considered that the

merchants risque.... jnoney instead of the Company...........up into the several

country where the goods are made it must be allowed that they run a much
greater hazard than ordinary both in sending up money and in bringing down
their goods through.....petty governments with which they must keep a good
correspondence which is not to be done without some expense..these troub-
lesome times ft&poligars being in arms to struggle for their liberty."112
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